tire David Marwell

Agsassination Recopds Review Board
600 B St., I second floor
Yashington, DG 20530

Degar lir, Harwell,

When your letter of the tenth ruwhea{ me it was not possible for me to reply. It will
n¢t be possible to malke much response today because we'll have visitors soone I will res-
poné. to the degree I am able to when I have the {imes. 4nd am up to ite I remn_n&» you of
what ybur lotter does not wilect you?@:call Eron uhat L wrote c—arlier,‘ last year, in fact,
0 which this is yowr first— and woefully incomplete-rcsponse, I'11 gét to that. Hope#
fully 1'11 bz 82 in less than a month. I an of limited mobility, camnot use stairs, may
not stand still, ss inearching files and wefiling, mu.E@ keep ry legs elevated when not
wallding, cannot use a computer, and ag you can see‘, this old typewriter is in some ways
defective and nkkes my unavoidably bad typing worse.

If it is not in my lctters I did tell Jereny Uinn when he was here where the files
of 1y DJ appeals are and + indicated the i:'agnitude of them and the reason for thate
They take up three full file drawers. So it slpuld be apparent that it is not within pes-
ibility with your 4., which asks for "a list of those appeals." Which are in our base-
ment, But Jim ges;ar should have just about all of thems

I read you clearly when you conclude, "It is always helpful when such requests are

[i o

recise, documented and clear." I also read you unclearly when you say in your 5.,
"o also understand you to be sugmesting that -the Archives furnished you with
some documents relating to the assassination that hed not been turned over to the

srchivesey

I an sympathetic to the problmes you have from bes so much nonsense and worse dunped

O

n you by those who lack knowledge of the fact and believe what they imagine or want to

o

e real is real vhen it is note But it is up to y@u,(plural) to discriminates That does

o ol

ulce knowledge I doubt any of you begins withe Bo, it is a real problem,
You may not have thought of it bub there is nothing you can do that can mean much

o me on a personal basis at my age and in the State of my health. I am trying to help

ted

ou meet the obligetions you (always unlessdclearly otherwise in the plural) under-

o=

coke If I wound up with grounds for a suit, how could I noymldertake to sue?

liany if not rost of those who had made appeals to you believe that there will be a

N

moging gun in what the agencief have withheld. That is not possible, The;"Crime itself

I
as never in¥estigated of ficia]ay, was never intended to be, and the records thus cannot

B

old any solutions or leads to be followed by private gergonsi/,

Wihat I believe is now most important for the record for gur history is making clear
!

what the agencies did and did not do in that time of greatcrisis and ever since then.

/
Both, woit‘;xout any question at'all, resulted in our history being corrupted and the people




being dece:.vncf and m.leeR thereby. Fron my not inconsiserable experience this is one
the pgreatest \&usefs of popular disenhantment with governnent. If any of you, partlcularly
the professional historians, doubt this, I welcome them with their tape recorders and
their questions,.

If the Board and its staff do not come to underdtand this it handicaps itself so
th.at it «ill not be possible for it, with the best of intentions, to meet its padidate
and it wil_l—add to the great vopular disenchantment. N

g&thout a bagic understanding of the realities the baord's wheels.will be spinning
without taking ff where it wants to go; With the waste of enormous time.

I th:f: nk you compound this problem for y@urselves in you¥ 6. I asked of the board
only that it do what ycu say it ig to do, to get the records disclosed. I have not read
the Privacy] act since enactment but I doubt the requirement that each intending to
invoke it invoke it personally or through counsel. But once that records are at the
Archibes- and not until then — I conwek invoke the Privacy/ct, with the &rchives..

Hot with the board,

If what I told the board is not'—?@:—qadqwite for its asking the agencies for those
records it has not so informed me, Ur are you taking the poéition that to begin with
you nmust have the proof that could lead to an indicment to ask a question and for eecords
I existe

~ For example, your %. Can you not ask the CIA if Plaeger had any comnection with it?
The Church cormittee exposed thise. Ly was in the papers. Do you think the CIA would dare
lie about this? e

You make no reference to what I wrote the board about E, Howard Hunt and his New
ork address ﬁmg that of Littaver & Wilkinosn when that literary agency first liked
mE first bock an thell killed s deal * tock it for that book, Jim Lesar should be able bo
8

r

ve you the time of sending someone to the library of Congress to check old copies of

20 v b

Who's Whoe Until I think 1969 Hunt listed that gs his business aidziess. (Wz.l /"'024125 i
allso his agent.) That there vwas a CIA foundation The Idttaver F oé,uiatlon is also p c.

Dav:LAUise 's The Egpionage Eéotabllshment, as 1 recall, included it in quite a list of
them, The CIA knows that. Do you think it would lie if you asked it? &bout that?

—t

And when the crime itself was newer officially investigated and was never intended
Ho be - as is w:.tl wout any question st 2ll -is not what the agenci€s did to those who
wrote other than in gupport of the official mythology a most important part of the
overall? b “Lﬂ/pé .. .
ig T 4old you, it is not lgneiee.ll, possible ‘gor ne to make searches for you. 97 ..
or myself in mywiting., Are you afraid to ask the agencies like the CIA and the ,‘5]31?

=k

a
0 ask them to respond under oath? To ask that unless impossible al]\ffirma’cions be of
personal knowledge? (They lie 'their heads ,off abd the courts, faced with overwhelming /f
proofs, accepted that.,)




Vhy in the comntry of The First admendment slqou.ld it be any interest of any

afency what anywiter choses £o m'ite?}")r to interfuere with thatwiting in any way?

If vou belin manifesting fear of I’n;hem ycu.'ll end that way and largely in failures
If you do not ask then hard questions to being with how do you think, with their
experience, they will interpret that? ind then act?

Have you asked the CIA for o list of all its filing systems,of wlmtevex: rfa;ture,

and who has first-person knowledge of them? Have you asked Hhis of the FBI?/ﬁave you
asked the FBL vwho can make first-person attestation to what is in its C‘entral Piles?

Or where else it h~s records other than in its central filgs, at headqua.rteré\and in

the Field offi.es? | told Tecemy Gunn whee vud ko Mo kide one nfrvmetior

If you have gone this far into your mandate withoutv learning this wasic informa-
tion hm»:\%n you expect to meet your maddate?

While I am still able to - am quite willing, if any agencies deni® what I wrote the
board, with their denials under oath, to respond myself under oath, making myself sub-
ject to the penalties of perfurye I did that for a decade without a peep. Yther than for
the DJ to explain away- and before that judge it d_ul ~ unquestionable Efﬁ%%?f%elling
hin I could made such charges ad infinitim since L knewv more about the JEK‘?and its
investigations than anyone voriking fof the ¥BI,

If I were yoinger and nof so limited in what 1\‘511 do I'd be willing to do your work
for you but now I cannote And I sugzest you should not whnt me toe I made statements to
ypue L am willing to attest to what I sent the bﬁrd. So with all the months since then,
whey should I not ask you what you have done about 1{.‘?

¥ dr exanple, and if you have learncd a¥ything about how the CIA works in FOIPA cases
in these monthsy you shoul&}:imow this: the CIA keepd a copy of all it discloses.l told
ou;when and how it disclosed that its office of security had two files on me it did not

. . ) .
ive its g eneral counsel when he sought to respond to my r:quests. 411 you need do to

|t

ecarn that is ask for a duplicate of what it then disclosed to ne, ((You' 11—ﬁ;find in
it that I pgave Jimny Roosevelet Tor his father what DR used jg}'a. firesaid chat ghout a

lamned Yazi putsch in Samtiago,ﬂhile.)

o]

If I recall correctly I told the board that the ¥BL disclosed reccir stating that
3

i~
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I)hv, -
had a mrs.ona.l: relationship with a Soviet national ma;fl g fthe ?mh squ heh I was a ma-
¢ v entu/ned
azine covrespondont, which is utterIy TIs ) and in that d;.z.ié{ed

the basic records

3

jhat record paraphiased. Does the board need more than thit? If so then I wofhder how

i’
the board regards the responsibilities it a,sswnedz Or how it expects the be regarded

il

n history?

tou have, from me, an FBI relord rellecting thet it prepared "dossiers' ghn the

bt

lembery /of the Barren “omrdission, onﬁ ity staff two times and that it prqqare{{ "sex

~

Jossiers” on the ritics. Hj)ra\e yoy 1uade any effort o get those pecords? (I am not
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sugocesting violating amronelj;i)rivacy. ) Have you any doubt about the only uses that can
bs made of such ' dossiers"?

i could ¢o on and on uith sflch théngn. and tha' the FBI spent tax money to prepare
four ‘f%'udite Hew-Youk eyer lawyers to ruin me and my Tirst book, as its own disclosed
records state.(That I an grateful to the IBL for this is another matter, but I msure
you T am because of how that worked outf) -

When federal agencics do such thing as this and more of which I've informed the board,

Q

wm their be any real doubl that one of the most important areas for the board in its

work is ‘%hat the agencied didt and did nobt do after the assassination?

=

If the bomrd is to wake a report + hope it doe?’ho’c furget that we have and some

of us still cherish The First amendment!

With further rcgard to your 1, before L must) shspend, that record was internal X
meno that had no file number of ite It does not, ast I think L indicated, représent the
gpendlp: off a file, your question. It reports the existence o}‘w%; files on me in 0S,

Hark Lynch, then mR with tho ACIU, asked me for a copy of it when the Congress was
considering amendments to PUL4, T may have given Jim Iesar g copye. But my file is in

the basement to which + no longer lmve}alcess. I'11 try to think of where I may have a
digplicates If I have one in uy ofiice files I1'11 include it.

With regard to youk 2. ,it is my recol|ectiol that L.told you that the printout gotten
Tor we shous only as I recall six CI4 records relating to me " and, they were not supplied
to ths adrchives b%,.the Cide That printout discloses no* 'a single disclosed record on me
disclosed by the CIA, Uow it frustrated FOIA assassindtion compliance L do hope the board
congiders with its nandatel

But to lcave this without question, the printout discloses that the CIA itsz_fe)f has

not given the frchives a single recivrdg relating to me and none of the correspondefice
relating to the assassination and to the disclosure of relevant records. Not one page! ‘
Resumed two days later. Do you really ezpect the agencies to be helpful to you,

tp really cooperate genuinely, te expose themselves?

I refer above to FEI defamations of me. Its own already disclosed records reflect

E did that Lo prevent disclosures of sssassination information. It even ro%:ed copies

o

p Civil Division layers handling my FOIA cases. Which, by the way, is also an effective
means of intimidation. &nd it worked that way Jlow Meny in govermment arc willing to in~-
cur FBI wrath? Or expect to survive it?

Both the »BI and the CIL4 made their records relating to critics and their werk part
of the overall history of the assassinationse ihat the CIA used its Yassets" to the end
of interfering with our assassination vork is already public in some of its disclosed
records.is T réeall I gave the board a lead on Sir John Sparrow being used that way.

In all these months you have done nothing *to learn anytlidng about this and related mat-~
ters?
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Glearly you haven't about Praeger. Ob DJWWZW 5“7// L(/LM'/" WW

L believe L told the board that the FBI has at least one tapc of an Oswald Hexico

Uity phone intercept and transcripts of it. It hap.ens that L had some records relating

ta this in iy ofiices I atiach Dallas ¥II rocords from its main assassination file,

A 43, evials 105 and 104. OF the latter, two diffevent versions. First as entirely
wilthheld despite no original classification and tuen as unredacted, These withl%ldings
glating to the CIa's intercepts erc after those intercapts had been disclosed by the
Cla. The wunredacted vevsion disloses that the CIA has transeripts it has nor disclosed.
ther disclosed rocords establish that Rudd had a tzg.pe with hin, at least one. So it

ig not true, s the CIA had contended, that it avbomatically destroyed all those tapes.

With further regard to your 2.,L believe that all the agj/é-ncies, not only the CI4,

should be required to distlose more than thedr corrospondence with me relating to the

gsassination. They should be require.. t disclose all thoir related intérnal records

ralating to this correspondence, which includes aupeals, and all their records relating

to any assassination FUL4 requests and litigation, including all internal records thereof.

4as + indicated earlier, not a single page of that correspondence was sent to the

drchives by the CIA, not a gingle page relating to FONA litigation, from the pfiSedek

Arxchives printout. Yougesr ask that I "let" you "know exactly what parte... had and has

not already been sent to the archives.” o

The second paragraph of your 6. states that what I write the board will be part of

the available record§ at the Archives, ity mlderstmlding of the *uriVacy‘iAct is that it

provides for more, and it is that provision I intend to invoke with the &rchives when

the records of those defamations are all available.

ﬁuz: T asks for identification of records the agencies have destroyed. That question

should long before this have beengdiressed to th: agencies, all of them. Years ago the

f+ 8
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iy admitted to me that it had destroyed és I récall its three JFK assassination files.
hether or not those included the records of the since disbanded 118th intelligence

unit based in Texas I now do not recall., That unit, which was engaged in domggtic intel-
ligence, launched the canpaign to identify Cswald as a Comnunist when he Bas in fact
trongly anti-Commumniste.ind labelling him a Communist is what enabled the IBI to nake

its entirely uwnacceptable report ordered by the new President acceptable. It then used
that rop.rt to intimidate the Commiscion, s s its January 21,1964 executive session trans—

cript that I got by ¥0IA and published in Post Hortem makes without question.

In Ca '75-226 the FBI disclosed to me-well, not "dislcosed" -alleged by hearsay - that

L destroyed the spectrographic piate of the examination uf the specimens of glass from

the limq windshield. The claimed reason was te save space in the files! And of all the

spectrographic examinationg, onl%f that one! It also disclosed that that specimen also no
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ageney, succ@ssor to the 4EC, disclosed much more sYch information. But neither apency
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longer exists. In that Litigation, in our deposing of four FBL Iab agents, we learned
thatfone had ordered a hdl{:'} and-fibers examination of flhis front of the President's shirt,
the collar area. The agent who ordered it so tes[ified. He testified also that he did
tiat bacauvse he had the seme questions '\bout whether the damages to the shirt could have

been caused by a bullet,as they hatl not veen. Ho such record was disclogsed to nme.

&olcﬂ,(,u in that case tiw: ¥BI alsc i;aVle me a meanizless series of xeroxes of an adding-

maclhiine tare relating to the ? neutron activation analyses\peﬂ%@?erformd orfs assassi-

nation evidence. L believe it his more than gibberish after going to all that trouble.

lsq in that litigation the other respondont, then the Bnergy Research and Y evelopment

fisclosed any meaning given to any of that wvork. Extracting the meaning .was the purpose

of mgling those tests {ne v ason for these withholdings is that, as 4 published in Post

K Ca

iortem, the ts ts on .,110 pe ra.fn_n tests made by the Dallas police turn out to be ex~

chilpatory. H(‘:L ther the Fnl nor 1 rda denied what + published aftor i publiched ite .

And this {“etg/hm to the "vl problen you f: fxce(l the agencies know very well not

only that bs'zald did not kill the President but that their own evi degc establishes that

2
2 CcOu 1d no?l{ You l’lave have what * presume is a somewha® ger g»;arb?l'ed/ version of what was

0t included in my C'a.se Uf}an when it was published. L beiieve insertions vwere made where
did not intend them to be nmade, But L think it is nonetheless clear that the official
vidence establishes what L say il daes, Es.

[

“his alone, L believewn should indicate to you that those agencies are not gping to

expose thenselves, what they did and did not do, when the fresident was killed and there-
(ter, 0¥, they ave not going to disclose what they havé in any way relating to thise
I sugrgest also that this gives even more importence to requiring full disclosure

f all records raeiating in any way to critics and all records relating to what was done

o and about critics.

The FBIL disclosed no megnigful records relating to the spectrographic examination
T the curbstone dug up i’n Vealey Plaza. Hot what the plate showed, for example. 411 it
isclosed to nme relating to that =+ published in facsimile in Post Horfem, other than an
nnotation of one page of it by Si Robert Krazier in which he wrote what he did not testi~
¥ to before the darven Yommission. e said Latwhai the FBI refers to s a "smear'fmwhen

ts own pho'tO!prDJS Bstablish there was a iwle there, also established by a Dallas/‘ record

{think I gave your people vhen they were here, could have been caused by an autcomobile

dheeluright,
“his aiso zets to one of the rgasons L gaid that all records relating to all l‘OIA
itigation should be dislcosed.

lly source on the use of Rldl() and TV ieports was a disenchanted employee. Those

ccofds relate to ny appearances in ehicago in as & nm-.r‘fécall 1968, Hot me only, by




Way. These are démong ny records that have disappaared. The CIA had those trancripts made
ag L think + %ld the board in th: nome of the *ublic Affairs Staff » W.th no indication
that it was the CTa on the bills, checks in oayment, letterhead or envelopes. Thu CIA can
respond with only thic information but yeur request should include more, all critics,

all cities in which RUVR ope;v:'ated and all suvch é;g:;'encies.

as + nov recall ;'Lt the account from which those payments wefe made was in";,j;he diges
’\izti.onal Bank, I‘Ixsﬁ\os that I recall include loroid Obers I think there was also a Jeamme
Davis.Tiiere were other names. At the time of the Watergate scandals the Cli: let those
peuple go and_fgo;_; tie public press they were wmer.ly switched to the IS4, Ur}@. that function
continuedi elsevhere.
I think you have morc than enough to make a proper request of the CIA, perfaps also
[ the USA. If there is any denial, I can gzet in touch with my source and ask if he will
give you an affidavit, It might net be welcomed by his vresent employers for #hom he is
in a public vroles I can attest Lo what I recall.
Then there is what the CIi did Witb what it gol from such sources.

It did not go to that trouble end"\%{pense for no purpose at all.
There is much in your letter that troubles me much. This is also’tt‘ue of \‘Ji'zat it re-

flects, that after so long a period of time, when you had an ample basis for asking ques—
s 1Y § ;

o

ions, you have asked no questionse It troublesme, from qyy extensive experience with some

1 those agencies, that they will make a corect reading of your board, what it will and

<

will not do, and how it can beﬁ-ustrated. It troubleyiie that af’c::er so long a time you

I

re only now undertzking to define the scope of your Work —w’+thout any real effort to&'

learn what you should know and understand befor: you can define it. You may be going )ﬁ

I

wougt the motions but that is not the way to understand what you should be doing or

tp make publicly available what should be made publicly available.

It is deeply troubling to me that when you have for so many months had allegations
of violabiong of First Smendment rights in comneciion witb the assassination and its in-
vestization you have done not a ithing about it. You needed no more than the allogation,
for exanple, to tell the CI& you have such allegati w want to see all it has

elating to them and anything it has to say abouﬂtnose al eg;zations. Lou knew at the sane

e

e

A 3 » - - . T ' - - * A
ime that the CLA and its then director were in deliberate Zolation of FOI4 and of PA
A

s

elating to the assassination and its investigations and you did nothing, ask}d no gques—
tions about thate The Ect does require response and as yet there is no response,

“hat alone shpuld tell you nuch but you reflect no perception of any meaning in it-

oy

nad inﬁes:a@, alter so long a delay, you ask re for wore information, the very information

ou should have asked of the CIA,

g

If you are famili-ar with the thrust of my vork vou would know that it is a study of

the Tfailure of all our basic institubions dn that time of great siress and tragedy and




ever since then. The vay your board is g oing I ferar very much that it also will fail,

me
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wonder how much attention you paid to what L wrote. ' X

re go if it defines its mission with more limitation that it should anz} if it were
equately inf ormed,would define its mission. '
You may vonderg at the toMe of this lotter. Among other things I could say I do

v that you ask of we what you should Iknovw from my eE=x letters you have and your people

Ho have been hers ccuid lave told you is physicully impossible for me. Yhig makes me

The &ct was paesed in 1998, President took toc long in created :Lt. But what is
ere o show for the existence of the boarm?

i ¥ suggest that you rercad the letier you wrolte me and ask yourself how I should
ve 1t and how other shouldsand in the future might if not would. after so long a time
Ter: s wrote Vthr:a boarde Hot hov you think you mcant it but hov others can feel
titled to interpret it.

You have alveady undermifi ed yourselves with the agencies that have every reason
the world not to disclose what they have hot disclosed. The way you began is laughable
them, And how little they are concerned about you and what you can or will do of Zry

do with or about them is reflected in the contvemptuous dirregard of Fhe board by the

CIA in wf:dded violation of PU 14 with vespect to ithe assassinations in ence again not

sponding in any vway when the ict requires response vitlin a stated perior oé tine,
1€ an not talking sbout the board f Torcing FOIA, T am tu].klﬂé, about the board's

indifierence to gross and deliberate violations of POLA with re{rard to information that

is
1

[\

ma)|

d!

e

withinp the board's mandate, may wind up being the most significant information re-
ting to the assassination and its investigation tha.t Ty exist.

It nmay not héve occured to any of you but under our political systen, whatever

v be the intent o} an asssassin o \suass;ms, the reality is that it is a de facto coup

etdte If this bas to be explained ?g”are political infants. Yet here you are dancing

arpund and asking me guestions you should long a%o have asked the agencies.Without

€lecting any perception of how they will interpret what you do and do not do, have not

npt done and reflect no intent to make any real beginning of ibe .

Tou have\%'ai’ted vhat you propose to use as your guidlines, Jour, parapeters, without
avd Vi ve ] agn

any visible effort tuv have learned this for yourselves. That you invited all’the nuts,

. . . \& L. . . 1,
prentice Keystone Kops ond a s:.ck\ssortment of others in {erminal self-importance to

iress you is window-dressing. It is not a reflection of a serious intent to make g

serious effort to meet your obligationse The best thatl can be said for what you have done

that it wgsted most of that time and to the degree you heeded most of it misled ‘your-

lves, (ne pf those 17@ whoi you ga¥e a forum and the prestigeg it Means to the other

nuts is 86 undependable he could not even get the name of the member of the board who @

gdc

W

dressed them straight. I’c is ,f.'rom the memo he distributed that L got the wrong name and

vte the wrong member, From pople like hinl you can expect te¢ learn w@hhlng at 8117 I




regret he is not tho exceptione.

Yhe withheld information is helfl by agencies that have a long record of with- ,
holding yet as of now there is no indication of any effort by the board to understand Z&gﬁ
r@ccrd?(, to be informed by it, to be prepared to meet its mission from knowlodge and
understanding,

Have you mede any real effort to/flearn what is or can be an assassination record
other than some false and misleading FBI report on the work of its Lab? _ "

But eveb/ if you limit yourself to what the ofi‘icial agencies have de_kG.ned as an
assassination record, do you know what any real effort to make p\.tblicl:;r‘ available

what was to have been and instdad is secret inevitably means? Have you yet lé?arned
e}Hough about what you are supposed to be doing to be aware of the fact that it involves
o*t‘fic;&al felonies?

Tzke the prosectors' auldpsy notes, for exXample. Have you yet learned that to the
omnission Commsnder James J. Hures swore that he destroyed not his notes but the

irst draft of his proctocol vhile he swore to these 1 have always veferred to as “the
buse assassins" he swers That it was his notes that he dest:p:y@éd/ And that when they

neW from my Post Liortem if not from the publpshe# Commission hearings that he had

jorn thot it was thr;-‘aogrrd'ait, not the notes, he had destroyed. &nd when if from no other
source that commitiee knew from my Post MHortcm that £ had and published a series of

Qg KX omokoQ

receptions for those very notes. o

There is much more publicly available on this and therem{will be more in n% coming
EBViR AGAIN! but is this not enough to indicate *“he reaiity of those "inves’ciga?ﬁons"

and theMrecopds that should exist and could no'i.:?:T)‘e more impdrtant h:igstorically?
lave yoy thought of what is inevitable if you take testimony from Humes in an effort

[

0 learn what happened to his notes that were not where they were supposed to be when I

[0}

sarched for tiem at the Archives?ur what is inevitable if you do not?

The last thing this nation needs is another cause of national disenchantment. This

is especially true if you think bsck over the chgfa?ges since that assassination/

I vish it did not seen appii’/rent to me that you are maKﬂng it inevitable.

And yoyp, colluciively, seem ubterly obliviocus of ite &nd how in our history you will
be remexnhe:c'(;{i;j or i‘b:

How I wish thes were not so! i

I would like: to be of as much help as I an be. But before anyone ca.n he helped he
mugt want to be helped, Before any one can make an inguiry he must understand for himself
and define to and for himself what he is inquiring into and how to at least begin ‘Ehat

inquiry, to have defined it clearly for himself. I do not see that this board has don'é

o

tate Before promulgating what would be published in The Federal Qegister.
It would not have required wuch effort to learn who knew what he was talking about
and who did hot, who could inform the board an: wl}:?) could note Thge I regard as huts




J0.7

and as even less dependable could have beey invited to file Jvritten statements instead

ofl being given such a formma for dJ.SUlfomawon,m]stem ol‘ u" '”"‘"H the board as they

could not help doing.

Such a beginning was at the very best amateurish. It was not serious however it may
bg described,

It is not d@fflcult to flegseribe your letier to me, whatever you may hnve had in mlnd-'
and I am not making an accusation ~ as a veégg; the ags letter,

Belated as it is at that.

Lo me it reflects, again whatever the intent may be, bdit-ln fag-failure.

&nd that, to repeat myself, is the last thing thbs country needs.

It 1:71 not what the nation has been led 4o expect from you.

T thought 1'd finished when I iaid this aside in the hope that with a little tine

cassing 1 gight be more sensitive to the errors I camnot avoid in typping. Then I got
your announcement off your Boston hearings.

My how you will benefit, how well your vork will be outlined for you when you learn
from the man with anothor hook to promote ( J.T if due in August) that it all turnd ofy
what he has already =ploited, the mon vho made hims t¢ll an agsassination alibi by rob-
b:an" 3 bank! This iN that particular x';,rtholog;v was the only way an alibi could be estab-
lished. This genius gan now tell you weh I what hls coming- book will be so helpful o

you in your work, the answer to the question poged by his publ::.sher '-n”a hJo,Page Promo—
tion of it is his catalogue,"'Could lee Harvey Os Jdld have been pr ograned' by our goverh~
nent to play his part in the nurder." e

If hearing ffou him doesymol help prq\zfée you for you work so long in really getting
started u'%zn perhaps you will get 111at enrichwent from the learned professor who could not
even’ keep the mythologies straight h in his wriling about what he inagines happened in

Hew Orleans in the book that must have set a #ecord for thoroughgoing condemnations in
pIer re¥ieug.

And if tids is not enough to get you guing on vour belated beginning certainly

you will be helped by the coiner of the yankee and cowbdﬁ!mﬂhological solution to the
crime of the century. This part.cular deep thinker and a few others organized what they

I

]

eferred to an an "assassination information bureau® in which they 1aced the campuses

he

=

ith nore misinformation about the assassination and its mvest:.gatlons than any lecture

bureau could have provided.

If by any chance you interpret vour mission as learning more about Oswald as & per—
Son rather than seeing to it that existing records are made available, yow can cer*i*ainlf]l
learn sbout him from the wowan whose publisher could not see anything in the book it con—
tracted with her for so many years, until the subject got hot again, and then, when this

writer apreared on f TV with Osuald's widow, the widow publicly contradicted- denied the




truth of what the writer said about Oswalde

dfter all the months since vour orgenization ihis reflcets the knowledge and the

g

nderstanding you have achieved so thal vou can meet your responsibilities to our his-
tory and o yourselves.,

ind once again, how do you think the agencies which have much to hide and for nore

(3

iian three decades have hidden it will understand your going to Boston to hold € hearing

<k

0 hear what suych people can tell you?

The professor whose quest was limited to the records the agencies\élready had in
Zitbsr their public reading rooms, who made no real effort to bring any other information
tp light, can certainly enlighten you ma Wlﬂb his "Testimony on identification and lo-

ation of assassination recordg.

¢

lie is eve: more qualified in this from his publishing meanings to those records he

2]

aw that are the exact opposite of the neaings so clear in tiwse records. One illus—
tration is in his book supposedly on the FKing assassination. Indispensible to his
stholarly fiction is that the CIA paid Ray off through tiio characters the name of one
this scholar said had to be kept secret bocause that man lch@in nortal terror if 1t were
uiscloseds 4s it was in the FBI'@ resding room as a result of ny CA 75-1996 and as thsat
scholar learned from me when -+ save hin copies of that and related refords. If this is
not illustrative enough about how well he will inform Yl lst me know. There are many
similar illustrations, »

Yhon your nailing came + had written that from what L - know of what you are doing

3

I
fe

nd not doing,"It is not what the nation has been led'fb'expect from you." I think
pernaps I should also have said it is not what the Congress envisioned in cré&gting the
board, and in the empoverment of tie board to meet its mandate.

%# do not take this time to offend you nor do I welcome this confirmation of what I
i

ad written. I vegretd it very much. I have taken this time in the hope of being helpful
to you, again tho plursl intended, because I believe that what you are supposed to do is
inportant tc the nation, because I would like you to succeed in it, and because I will

regret very much if our history records another failure added to the long list of of i~

¢lal failures and worse in the wa}e of the great tragedy that turned the country and the
uorld around.

. . anetely
ec: Jereny Guan
Jim Lesar

naruld Helsberg
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